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RoGoviIN, STERN & HUGE

1730 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE, N. W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036
TELEPHONE (202) 296-5820

. February 25, 1977 7

Congressman Ron Dellums
1417 Longworth House Office Bldg.
Washington, D. C. 20515

Dear Ron:

I heard that you were concerned about the enclosed
article written by Taylor Branch for Esquire last Sep-
tember. You certainly have every right to be concerned
with it. Enclosed is a copy of the letter I sent to ‘
Esquire Magazine. In particular, I direct your attention

‘to the 6th numbered paragraph regarding his improper

sourcing of me as saying "how easy it was to manipulate
the investigation and to make the congressmen back off

and bow." I never said that or anything of similar import.
I don't know where Branch developed such material, but it

‘wasn't from me and I was deeply offended with his article.

You, of all people, who saw me before the Committee could
bear witness to the fact that the Committee was not manip-
ulated and your Committee hardly backed off or bowed.

This is pure nonsense.

Esquire did not print my letter but did run a
correction some months later to the effect that I had
never been recruited by the CIA.

I hope that you will share this letter and the
enclosure with those other members of your Subcommittee
who attended the breakfast at Langley since above all I
do value my reputation.

Enclosures
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f":-r-} ome people cume G Washing-
‘;:FJ ton burning with a eause,

v Which they champion tive-

A until mike @
E Most
don’t. In fact, most suecessfil insid-
ers spend their careers popping up on
all sides of the hig issues with about

4 Jessly they

. as much consistency as the lights on
. @ pinball machine. They 2ve the pros,
usually lawyers, who have miule non-

chalance about the ethicad content of
their work into sacved doctrine, AL
times, students of the game here are
led to believe thatl there are only z
few dozen real insiders: the pros’
pros who run everything from all
corners. One of the Lest of these is
Alitchell Rogovin, who recently miade
one of the most spectzcular leups
across political barders on record,
“This whole thing is straight out
of Alice in Wonderiand,” sighs Mark
Raskin. “I mean, hazve you been to
his house? Me's still got our books
there, and right next to them he's ot
a picture of William Colby and ull
Kinds of CJ.A. testimony. I cun't
really express my shock. He's got n
woodcut of Martin Buber in his liv-
ing room, tou. It doesn’t add up.”
Raskin, codefendunt with Dr.
Spock in the mozt famous Jdrift-
resistance case of the Vietnum era,
still smarls over what he regards as

the defection of his lawyer to the im- *

perialist team. It was so unexpected.
A little over a year zgo, Mitch Rogo-
vin was the heavyweight advocate
for do-gooders in Washington, 1le
represented  the  War | Resistors’
League and the Reporters’ Committee
for Freedom of the Press. He waes
still suvingg Nixan for Common Cause.
He had defended his best friend, Neil
Shechan of "The New York Tims.
against threatened indictinent in the
Pentagon Pupers case; and he was
suing J. Edgar Hoover's Go-men for
tappiny the phones of the Institute
for Policy Studies, Washinglon™s Lest
known think tank en the left. Mark
Raskin is codirector of L.P.S. Ruzovin

also had the LB in court over its -

practice of sncoping through the
LIPS, trash cans for evidence of radi-
calisnt. Through it 2ll, Rogovin at-
tended seminars af which Raskin and
his eolleagues avened that capitalivm

- smothers the earth like kudzu, They

told him the government was un-
serupulons and repressive i evic

dence kept turning ap to bear them
out. So Rogovin went and sued the
bastards. I was wnler the impres-
sion,” says Raskin, “that here was a
person who became in effect a move-
ment lawyer,”

“In the spring of 1975, Raskin
urged Rogovin to become chief coun-
sel tu une of the Watergate-style com-
mittees impaneled to investigate the
C.ILA. The idea made sense, since
Rogovin  was then pestering the
Agency Lo surrender its dossiers on
the scholars at LP.S. Suddenly, how-
ever, Rogovin began telling friends
that Colby had asked him tu repre-
sent the C.I.A. against the investiga-
tors. Raskin was dumbfounded by the

very notion. Jt was like Alger Hiss
roing to work for Nixon, -

- SR

All hell broke loose behind the

scenes. Rogovin's public-interest cli-

ents fired him. “There was a lot of
travma,” he soys, “T suppose I didn't
anticipate how strongs the opposition
would be. The Rach Mai Hospital
Fund even fiverd me.” Directors of the
fund, which callects money for a hos-
pital in Hanoi that American B-52%
hombed to rubble, expressed outrage
at Rogovin for tzking up with Bill
Celby. They sensed a contradiction.
In Vietnam, Colby had masterminded
the Phoenix program. War critics like
Raskin called Phoenix a grisly purge
worthy of the Maifiz, Colby countered
that the Agency hud actually bheen a
restriining influence on the Viet-
haese but acknowledszed snme lapses
by his men. Rogovin, wounded by the
frucas, argued that ha could buth
rebuild the Hanoi hospital and defend
Coliby. I fclt a little vesentment that
my ol elients assumed 1 was a law-

yer for wenuse,” he complains. “Look,
Fve represented corporate oflicers
charged with bribary, I don't neces-
=urily agree with everythiig clients

The LIS, directors met in lale-
night emergency sessions. It was casy
to fire Rugovin, hut what alLout {he
implications? Had he been a C.I.A.
spy all along? What about the per-
sonal friendships? Raskin led a trou-
bled delegation to Rogovin’s for s
conference. “It was u very sad time in
niy life,” he recalls. “I like Mitch. 1
told him I didn’t think he understood
what he was doing. I told him the
C.L.A. penple are professional Liars
and that they would use him and spit
him out. I told Mitch he would be
“the James St. Clair of foreign policy.

I tried to wirn him that he would.

play a very regressive role in Ameri-
can history, and he did.”

“Some of what Mark said worried
me,"” Rogovin admits. “I didun't want
to be left hanging out there alone so
they could durmp me over the side of
the ship like St. Clair. So I insisted
that the firm itself represent the
Agency. T wanted a little nuscle be-
hind mea.”

Rogovin is one of the principal tax
lawyers for Arnold & Porter, anong
Washingten’s most prestigious firma,
He asked his partiers to take on the
C.LA, which led to a debate almost
as heated as the one at LP.S. “Some
of it was ideolozical,” says a member
of thz firm. “Bat not much.” Arpold
& Portnr did not earn its veputation
by holding moral séances over its cli-

ents. There were more practical is-
sues at hand—such as money. 'l‘hc:
C.LAL was willing to pay enly $35,000

a year for

Rozovin's full-time ser- |

vices, vhereas he could bring in five :

to ten times that much in tax work,
It was ineredible,” says the lawyer,

“Mitch was asking us to o neavly |
pro hono work for the C.LA., for .
God’s suke. We were risking a black ,

eyve for nothing.” .
Arnold & Porter’s exeeutive com-
nmittee also wrestled with some sticky
cthical questions. Would it violute Je-
gal canons for Rogovin to switeh to

the C.LA. in liaht of-his preliminavy-

legal actions against the Agency in
behalf of I.P.S.? (His detractors
point to the fact that he had yecom-
mended against including the Ageney
in the wiretap snit) Tt was n eloso
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call, but the committee decided the
firm could slide under the tag. That
Jeft only ong more conflict, a highly

.} emetional one. Arnold.& Porter had a- -

consultant by the name of Eric Olson,
a psychological trawma expert. Ol-
son’s father, it was revealed, had
committed suicide after C.LA. sci-
entists slipped LSD into his Coin-
treau one night in the early 19350's.
All Agency personnel involved in the
disastrous  experiment, including
close friends of the Olson family,
conspired to keep it secret for more
than twenty years, When the story
finally came out, Wric Olion wanted
Arnold & Porter to ioin his attorneys
in suing the Ageacy for ten million
dollars in damages. The committee
had to choose between Olson and
Rogovin, since the firm could not be
on opposite sides of C.I.A. representa-
tion at the same time. The committee
sent Olson elsewhere. Colby got his
lawyer. Raskin stayed at IP.S.,
sceratching his head.

He wouldn't have been so puzzled
had he known more about the secret
past. Mitch Rogovin had been work-
ing with the C.1.A. since shortly afier
joining the LR.S. as a young trial
lawyer in the late 1950's. He won't
say exactly when the Agency recruit-
ed him, but he was on board by 1961.
At the time, he served as assistant to
his cousin, L.R.S. commissioner Mor-
timer Caplin. “I was {ascinated the
first time I went out to the new
C.LA. building,” he reminisces, *The
guy gave me a badge and took me to
2 door that had a combination safe
lock on the outside and three dead
bolts on the inside. 1le noticed how I
was gaping at all that stuff and asked
me what I thought of the security.
So I said, ‘Fine. It looks like my
mother-in-Jaw’s apartment in Man-
hattan.” He laughed. We got along
fine.”

Only a handful of people at L.R.S.
knew Rogovin was the Agency liai-
son, He was busy: “The ILR.S. was
always running into C.I.A. propri-
etaries [fronts]. Qur auditors would
ro out to & company aund find some-
thing like 2 sin-thousand-feot air-
plane runway in  the middle of
nowhere, They'd start asking cem-
barrassing questions like what was it
for and where did the money come
from. So the company people would
contact C.ILA., and C.LLA. would con-
tact me and say it was theivs. The
auditors would also run into a Jot of
money being passed overseas, and the
Agency guys would call me and say,
*Look, this one-hundred-fifty-thou-
sand-dollar transaction is a wash.'”

Once, in 1964, the pubdblic got a
quick peek at the cooperation hetween

LR.S. and C.LA. Rogovin was festi-.

fying in Congress before Representz-

tive Wright Patman and his chief
counsel, . Harry Olsher. Patman and

Glsher despised private foundations,
and they prossed RoFovin to eXplain

why one foundation retained its tax
excmption cven though the LR.S. had
founad it guilty of runk profiteering
yeavs earlier. Rogovia called them
aside ane whispered snmaothing aheul
a C.LA. connection that precluded
further discussion of that particular
case. Unimpressed by the national
security incantations, Patman and
Olsher revealed the C.LA. involve-
ment and lectured their witness, "It
was a scary show,” says Rogovin,
“My niece was at the hearing. She
was the only one in the audience at
the beginning, but the room filled up
with TV cameras after Patman blew
the Agency stuff.”

Although the Patman-Olsher hear-

ing was sensational news for one day,
it provided only the barest hint of
togovin’s C.ILA. work. There was
hidden Agency money in nearly half
the international foundation grants
awarded in the early 1960's, which
called for a lot of special treatment
at the LR.S. Rogovin also wourked
on other projects, under the super-
vision of his contact at C.ILA. When
Attorney General Robert ennedy in-
duced drugz companies to donate med-
ical supplies to meet Fidel Castro's
ransom price for Bay of Pigs pris-
oners, the LR.S. ussured the com-
panies they could take a tax write-off
for three times the cost of the sup-
plies, Also, according to Roguvin,
there was some sixteen miltion duol-
Jars in Agency money buried in the
ransom.

A Distinguished Intelligence Medal
from the C.ILA. now resides in Rogo-
vin's home, along with the Luber
woodcut and the radical tomes from
I.P.S. By all accounts, it is well de-
served. Rogovin's adversavies on the
congressional committees grudgingly
admit that hisz tactical brillinnce
helped the Agency ward off the fust
serious threat to its opetations. Col-
by, who has retived, can scavcely keep
from gloating over the victory. Rogo-
vin, for his part, seems to have
switched again. He speaks with re-
gret about how easy it was fo ma-
nipulate the investigation and to
make the congressmen buck oft and
bow. (“Substance doesn’t count for
much in thiz world,” he observes.)
Now that it's all over, Rogovin is in
the odd position of complaining about

-how badly his opponents lost: “They

failed to put before the American
public it number of issues about the
Agceney. I think the committees avoid-
ed things that might be close. So far,
we don’t even have a statute that pre-
chudes assassination, , . ."” Asked how

these attitudes square with kis own ~

-phies, "\Well, [ wis on advocate. But I
U have my, owp peesonal Views 23 o

ellucts to foil the corunitless, he re- ¢

The old  publicinterest  Lowyer
seems to be reappearing in Mileh
Rogavin, He savs it wig adws there.
All through the investipa onz, hz
Eepl in toneh with fricnds lika Sey-
meur Heesh of The New York Times,
the C.IL.As hurshest critic in the
press. They plaved teu Rogovin
compliainad alnat Hersh's nreressive
fine calls, Hersh thought Miteh had
a speaky second serve. Rogavin has
alsn been talking with old friends in
thi Kennedy wing of the Democratic
party, and there ave rumors of a
high post for him in the next Ad-
ministration, .

There are even efforts under way
to reconcile differences with the folks
back at [.P.S., who ave still hurt and
bafiled. “I've heen vut to gee him,*
says Rulph Stavins, one of the senjor
scholars. “1t’s a hard thing e figure
out. My own view ix that Mitch js
really aboveboard, I don't think he
ever hLetrayed us to the Agency in
thuse years when we were getting
hauled Lefore grand juries. Bat 1
think Mitch winted & ussume {he
consciots risk of doing it He i3

"oy who livea off tensiou. I think he |
wanls the mystery und the rizk of |
betrayul Lecause it eliminates bore- |
dom for him. That's whut he can't |

starel, His henrt demands the ten-
sion.”

““There™s probably a ot of tvath in
that.,” Rogovin agrees, Dut he winces
at the mention of hix heavt. In April,
wher the tension of the C.LA. in-
vestigation was endinyg, he suffered a
heart attuck. “There was no imme-
dixle sharp pain” he sayz, “But I
was very consaious of it because both
ey parents died of coronaries when
T was youny, T was tun seaved to tell
anybody what was happening, even
myself. After & mesting at the White
House, I had to decide where to go.
1 could either go ont to C.LA,, whare
1 didu’t have much work to dv, or to
Arnolit & Porter, where 1 did. I went
to the Agency fov suma reason. I've
boen  thinking  about it since. It
wasn"t like going buck to the womb,
bt I think I needed to L told by
sorcone in anthority to go down to
the hospital.”

Miteh Rogovin has been vecuperat-
ing, receiving visitors of all pelitical
persuasions, wondering whether his
zigzag carver might have ruined his
bhealth. e, tow, is zmused by the
crazy flip-flops in the life of a Wash-
ington pro. “You'l never guess what
old Harry Olsher is deing now,” he
Laghs, “He's my client: And vou
Know what he's doing? e tuns his

own foundation!. This-world is n lot
‘amaflar then peanta 845,00 g

A
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ROGOVIN, STERN & HUGE

1730 RHODE ISLAND AVENUE. N. W.

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036
TELEPHONE (202) 296-5820

September 1, 1976

Mr. Lee Eisenberg, Editor )
Esquire ‘Magazine '

488 Madison Avenue

New York, New York 10022

Dear Mr. Eisenberg:

Having read Taylor Branch's "Psychological Por-
trait" of myself in your September issue, I am left
with the conclusion that Mr. Branch understands neither
the practice of law nor the art of reportage. As to
the former, I cite him to Mr. Justice Louis Brandeis'
reflection that he "would rather have clients than be
somebody's lawyer." As to the latter, the following
represents a few of the more glaring errors.

1. In a blatant phrase that would cause even

Joe McCarthy to blanch, Mr. Branch says " (Rogovin)
.won't say exactly when the Agency recruited him, but

: he was aboard by 1961." Taylor Branch-interviewed
me at my home last June. He never asked me when I
was "recruited" by the CIA, so I can't say I was mis-
guoted. But having not asked the question, it was
irresponsible for him to assume that I wouldn't answer
or, that the answer would in any way suggest that I
had ever been recruited by the Central Intelligence
Agency. Had Mr. Branch bothered to ask, he would _
have learned that prior to my becoming Special Counsel
to the Director of Central Intelligence, in July of
1975, I neither represented that Agency as a lawyer
or served it as an agent. I was never recruited by
the CIA.

2. Branch implies that there was an ethical vio-
lation involved in my representation of both the Insti-
tute for Policy Studies and the Central Intelligence

Approved For Release 2004/02/23 : CIA-RDP80M00165A002600070001-9
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: ROGOVIN, STERN & HUGE &

Mr. Lee Eisenberg
| September 1, 1976
Page TwoO

Prior to undertaking the representation ofr the CIA I
; had concluded that, in the context of a civil suit
against John Mitchell and others, that the Institute
for Policy Studies had no cause of action against the
CIA. Indeed, in the more than one year that has pas=
sed since the Institute retained new counsel, no such
action has been taken against the CIA. The so-called

"ethical questions" referred to by Mr. Branch did not
and do not exist. ' :

: - 3. Again, without apparently any legwork on his
: part, Branch boldly asserts the existence of another

conflict. The Frank Olson matter  (a claim by the

family of a government scientist who committee sui-
o cide after he unwittingly participated in an LSD experi-
= ' ment) came to my partner, Harry Huge, after Arnold &

'! Porter had already agreed to represent the CIA. There
. was no choosing between clients and the moral dilemma
' posed by your author was a figment of his imagination.

4. The example he cites of a company with the
6,000-foot airplane runway is an accurate recounting
of a portion of something I told Taylor Branch. He ig-
” nores the fact that I also told him the example had
2 ‘ nothing to do with the CIA. '

© Fhage, erpreaars 13
gy

5. In the same vein, I told Branch that the
Tractors for Freedom Group (originally formed to ran-=
som the Cuban prisoners) was promised $16 million by
f the U.S. Government, but that after the Cuban Missile
i Crises, the offer was withdrawn. There was no U.S.
money involved in the prisoner swap for drugs supplied
by American Industry. Nonetheless, he cites me as the
source of his statement that $16 million of Agency
money was buried in ransom.

6. Finally, Branch listens only to what fits into
his mind set. I told him of my high regard for the
Senate Select Committee and jts staff director, William
. ' Miller. Yet, he improperly sources me as saying "how
easy it was to manipulate the investigation and to make
N the congressmen back off and bow." He quotes me as

Apprqved For Release 2004/02/23 : CIA-RDP80M00165A002600070001-9
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ROGOVIN, STERN & HUGE

Mr. Lee Eisenberg
September 1, 1976
Page Three

~x

saying "substance doesn't count for much in this world"
when I told him that "procedures are what make our
Constitution."

While I have no objection to Branch's philosophi-
cally disagreeing with my right to represent the CIA,
he should have based his quarrel on fact, not conven-
ient fiction.

Sincerely,

Jpitll

Mitchell Rofovin

[
\"‘
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